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NOTES ON BOOKS AND WORK.

0 cry out when in a difficulty and not
to give thanks when it is lightened is
unmannerly,and 'The Library,'there-
fore, takes an early opportunity of
thanking the friends, old and new,
who have come forward, since the be-

ginning of the year, with offers of articles which it
has been a pleasure to print. As is usual now in
England, the bibliographers have found more sub-
jects to write about than the librarians (as such),
but it is hoped that more articles on library topics
may be forthcoming for our next number, and that
some bibliographer by choosing a subject which
requires a few pictures may help to prove that ' The
Library' has not ceased to be an illustrated magazine.
In matters such as those 'The Library' deals with,
editors who would avoid hack work must be con-
tent to follow as well as lead their contributors,
and we can only pray that the helpfulness of some
of our friends may infect those who are interested
in other topics.

ED.

To the list of Herrick variants given in the last
number of' The Library' there should have been
added the following, all of which occur on p. 176,
the reading, in square brackets, as before, denoting
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NOTES ON BOOKS AND WORK. 329

that in Mr. Phinn's copy where it differs from
the Grenville and Thomason copies in the British
Museum:

Sheet M. Page 176.
1. How Panfies or Hearts-eafe [Hart-cafe] cam* firft.
3. Over-loving [Overloving], (living here:)
5. Ran for Sweet-hearts mad, and dy*d £di d].
14. Of Life eternall) Time hath made Thee [thee] one,
16. Live here: but know 'twas vertue, & [and] not chance,
17. That gave Thee [thee] this fo high inheritance.
18. Keepe it for ever [forever]; grounded with the good,
19. Who hold fall here an endleffe lively-hood [lively food].

. 20. Larr's portion^ or [and] the Poets part.

. 28. Man is compos'd here of a two-fold [twofold] part;
last 1. Prepares the way to [for] mans docility.

By the kindness of their owners the copies of
Herrick at Britwell and Rowfant, have been ex-
amined, with the result of showing that while the
Rowfant, which we will call R., has some of P. 's
characteristic readings, it is yet much nearer to G.
and T., while the Britwell copy (B.) almost always
agrees with T.1

The general result of the collation is fairly plain,
and establishes the fa<Sl, which no editor of Herrick
has hitherto noticed, that the leaves containing
pp. 29, 30, 175, 176 and 207, 208 in most copies
are cancels. The reason in each case is obvious. On
pp. 29, 30 P. reverses the order of the halves of
the last stanza, on p. 1763 it has the misreading

1 Of course another exhaustive collation might reveal differences
peculiar to B. or R.; all that has been done is to examine these copies
with regard to the differences between P., G. and T .

1 On p. 176 we may suspect some further mishap, as the catch-
word, which should be 'Liberty,' is 'Sclfc'
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NOTES ON BOOKS AND WORK.
1 lively food,' and on p. 208 it wholly omits stanza 11.
Obviously Herrick rebelled against such blunder;;,
and the three leaves were reprinted, the cancel in
the Thomason copy being in one instance actually
inserted the wrong way round, while the Grenville
copy retains fragments of the original leaves.

Unfortunately our next inferences are far less
clear, for who can tell whether Herrick revised the
proof of the cancels ? Yet on this point must depend
our decision as to whether in ' To Dean Bourn' he
wrote of its * warty ' or its ' watry ' * incivility.' On
the whole c warty ' for ' watry' seems a true correc-
tion, and not merely a printer's blunder, despite the
fact that on the other side of the leaf the cancel
has two obviously wrong readings (' Between thy
breast,' and 'Asacred').

As regards the variations of reading on pages
which have not been reprinted the misreading
' compulsinve' in ( The School or Perl of Putney '
is clearly due to a bungled correction of the mis-
print 'compulsine' in P., and throughout the greater
part of the ' Hesperides' P. appears to be made up
of earlier sheets than the other copies, and thus to
lack corrections which they contain. In the ' Noble
Numbers,' on the other hand, the early uncorrected
sheets appear to have got into the Grenville copy,
which in the ' Hesperides' is the most correct of
all those yet examined. A noticeable point is that
the sheets appear to have been corrected when the
printing had advanced different stages. In a majority
of its variants P. stands by itself, but in ' Upon her
Feet' C , P., R., T. all have the inferior reading' As
if they played at Bo-peep,' and only the Grenville
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NOTES ON BOOKS AND WORK. 331

copy has the reading ' started ' instead of' played.'
In c The Bag of the Bee ' the misprint ' ddos' for
' odds' was discovered after the sheets belonging to
C. P. T. had been printed, but before those of G. and
R. In ' A New-yeares gift sent to Sir Simeon
Steward ' the singular' Nosthrill' of P. and T. is cor-
rected in C. as well as in G. and R. The conclusion
of the whole matter is the rather unexpected but
quite natural one that in this book of Herrick's we
really have a case of the author walking into the
printing-office and correcting misprints when sheets
had already been printed off. We call the explana-
tion a natural one, because we can easily imagine
that Herrick was not the sort of man to return
proofs with unfailing regularity, and the printers
may well have got tired of waiting for him. But it
is a little disappointing to find that Mr. Wynne
Baxter's theory of words being picked out by the
inking balls does not seem applicable here at all
The obvious lesson is that we must go on investi-
gating, and accept in each case whatever explanation
seems to suit.

In our next number Mr. McKerrow will draw
attention to some curious problems raised by variants
in 'The Returne of Pasquill.' Meanwhile it is a clear
gain to have established the existence of at least
three1 unsuspected cancels in a book so well known
as Herrick's. A. W. P.

1 From the appearance of the Grenville copy it seems certain
that pp. 105, 106 and 137, 138 are also cancels, but their originals
have yet to be found. An appearance of cancels at pp. 19, 20 and
193,194 is probably due to the overlaps of those at pp. 29, 30 and
207, 208.
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332 NOTES ON BOOKS AND WORK.

There is one point in connexion with the limita-
tion of the library rate to a penny in the £ , which
emphasizes the absurdity of the restriction more than
almost any argument which can be used. The varia-
tion of rateable values in different places is so marked
that one town with a population of fifty thousand
people may produce twice the amount for library
purposes as a corresponding area and population in
another place. Some striking illustrations of this
statement are to be found in London itself. The
following figures as to rate income and population
are taken from Mr. Greenwood's " Library Year-
Book," issued in 1900:

Population.
Parish of St. George, Hanover Square 79,967 la. rate £8,400

„ Hampstead 75>449 » 3>38°
„ Whitechapel 77>7*7 » ^ " S

The penny rate in West Ham, with a population
of 315,000, produces about the same amount annu-
ally as in Cardiff, where the population is just about
half that of West Ham; while in Bristol, with about
the same population as West Ham, a penny yields
half as much again.

The same astonishing variations hold good with
regard to smaller provincial towns. Rotherham,
with a population 0155,000 gets £560 from a penny
rate, while Doncaster, not twelve miles away, with
a population of 26,000, gets £$47- Cheltenham,
with a population of 49,000, gets £1,147, while
Bootle and Great Yarmouth,with the same population
as Cheltenham, get £1,900 and £800 respectively.
Southampton and Preston, towns of about the same
size (105,000 and 113,000), get each about £1,400.
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NOTES ON BOOKS AND WORK. 333

York, with 67,000 people, also provides £1,400, as
compared with £1,100 for Middlesboro', which has
a population of 100,000.

The rateable value of the towns varies for several
reasons. Extensive works, such as the Great North-
ern railway-plant works at Doncaster, or the Docks
at Bootle, Bristol and Cardiff, add considerably
to it. On the other hand, in a town with no
large works, the library gets only the rate from
dwelling-houses and business premises. There is
also another fa6tor to be considered. In many manu-
facturing towns the assessments for rateable value are
purposely kept down in order to encourage the
establishment and maintenance of factories. This
works out unfairly to the libraries, because of the
limit on the amount to be levied. The Lancashire
manufacturing towns, especially, follow this practice
of low assessments. If the local authorities could
provide for the libraries on a different basis it would
not matter. But so long as the penny limit exists
so long shall we have such anomalies as exist at
Oldham and Blackburn. The former town, with
avowedly low assessments, has power under a local
aft to support its libraries and museums without any
restraint. The rate income is returned as £5,783.
Blackburn, for the same purposes, provides £1,888.
The population of these two places is practically
the same.

These are only a few of the instances which could
be cited to show the absurdity of a uniform limit on
the rate. Our observations have been confined to
one point—the relation of population to library
income. It is almost as important to consider the
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334 NOTES ON BOOKS AND WORK.

area over which the income has to be spent. Ob-
viously a town with an area of 12,000 acres will
require more branch libraries than a town with cor-
responding population but only half the area. It
would be a real service to the cause of library pro-
gress if some member of parliament would move for
a return of all the places where the libraries a<5ts are
in force, showing area, population, rateable value,
amount of rate income for library purposes, number
of branch libraries in each library district, and the
total circulation of books.

The cost of the upkeep of a good supply of books
in libraries has increased considerably of late years.
The introduction of process-engraved blocks and
the consequent necessity for loaded papers in order
to secure the fine surface required for printing the
blocks adds to the expense of libraries and to the
difficulties of librarians. These highly-polished
papers are brittle, and will not hold the thread when
sewn by the bookbinder. After being read and
turned over frequently many of the papers lose their
stiffness and become limp and rotten. This is especi-
ally the case with the popular illustrated magazines,
which after doing duty for a month in a reading-
room are only fit for the rubbish heap. In old days
a library received a continual addition to its avail-
able stock of interesting reading by binding the
volumes of magazines, and for many readers this
was the chief supply. Nowadays, however, readers
do not care much for bound magazines. The exces-
sive weight of the volumes may partly account for
this change of taste; but one would like to think
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NOTES ON BOOKS AND WORK. 335

that the poorness of the fare provided has also some-
thing to do with it.

The reference to weight recalls another aspect of
the question. The larger illustrated periodicals—
' The Graphic,' for instance—are now so heavy
that to preserve them it is necessary to bind the
numbers quarterly instead of half-yearly, which just
doubles the expense of binding. To establish the
truth of this contention three half-yearly volumes
of * The Graphic' have just been weighed with the
following result, viz.:

1877. 624 pp. io£ lb. = 60 pages per lb.
1887. 736 pp. i2£ lb. = 59 pages per lb.
1899. 912 pp. 21^ lb. = 42 pages per lb.

That is to say, the introduction of modern methods
of illustrating has increased the weight of the
volume by the difference between 42 and 60 page
for page. This is a serious matter when dealing
with volumes weighing 21^ lbs.

For a totally different reason the cost of binding
and preserving newspaper files has quadrupled. The
paper now used for newspapers—especially provin-
cial newspapers—is so poor that they can only be
made up into volumes half the thickness of those
of former days when tougher paper was in use.
Even with thinner volumes in provincial libraries
the wear and tear of constant use by the public
makes it compulsory to bind two copies of each,
one for immediate use and one for the permanent
file. The local newspaper is the daily and weekly
mirror of local history in every aspect, and none
but the most indifferent and improvident of libra-
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336 NOTES ON BOOKS AND WORK.

rians dare neglect the needs of the future historian.
The historian will certainly have every chance of
revenge on the shortsighted librarian, and the latter
will probably be gone too far to be able to answer
back.

This question of paper comes up again in the
circulating department. The spongy papers used for
popular books are quite useless for library work.
They won't hold the thread when sewn, and they
do hold the dirt from moist fingers. They also ab-
sorb and hold moisture from the atmosphere, and
the floating particles of dust find ready entrance be-
tween the spongy leaves where the damp fixes it to
the ruin of the book. In the good old days of the
three-decker novels, when Bentley's and other firms
brought out a six-shilling edition of a successful
novel it was well printed upon a good paper, sewn
with thread, and put into a cloth case of good
quality. The modern six-shilling novel is very often
badly printed, on a soft pulpy paper, stabbed with
wire and jammed into a skimpy cloth case, which
almost breaks down if looked at. One of Bentley's
or Macmillan's single-volume books of the old days
would do as much work as eight or even ten modern
six-shilling books.

And now, as if to aggravate the sore, the pub-
lishers have decided that libraries, like the casual
buyer of a single book, must pay the full published
price for books issued net. It almost looks as if a
conspiracy existed to squeeze out the public libraries.

J. B.

 at C
am

bridge U
niversity L

ibrary on A
ugust 21, 2015

http://library.oxfordjournals.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://library.oxfordjournals.org/

